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OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

QL Responsive to communicatk)n(s) filed on (y/J^(^^ 

1^ This action is RNAL 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordancewiththepracticeunder&fparteQuay/e. 1935 D.C.1 1; 453 O.G 213. wu«ju ... 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire . ^ month(s), or thirty days 

whichever ^ longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause 
l!l^a) ^dp."^- (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time mky be obtained under the proSsions of 37 CR^ 

Disposition of aaims 

^Claimts) /y-/^ /7^Z^y7/:j?7 ■?^-53^37-V-^^ is/are pending in the application. 

Of the above, claim(s) 1^'/^^ )^4^3^'-3C 

□ Claim(s) : 

□ Claim(s) _ _ is/are objected to. 

□ Claims. _ are subject to restriction or election requirement 

Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on ■ .^^^ objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing con-ection. filed on ^ is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Adcnowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) - ■ 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
•Certified copies not received: 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
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□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948 
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L The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

2. The rejections of claims 20, 26, 27, 30-33 and 37-42, as set forth in paragraphs 3-5 of 
Paper No. 21 and mailed March 15, 2000 are maintained. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed June 19, 2000 have been fijlly considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicants argue that Swidler teaches av^ay from using process during assembly 
processes. Swidler' s statement in column 1, lines 11-15, specifically mentions problems of 
protecting the finish during the assembly process. Clearly Swidler had in mind problems of 
damage to the finish during assembly. Further, there is nothing in the disclosure indicating his 
process is unacceptable for protecting the finish during assembly. It seems reasonable that 
Swidler would focus on protection after assembly because assembly is presumed to take 
considerably less time than delivery and thus there is more opportunity for damage to the finish 
during assembly. 

Applicants' argument that Swidler's statement that covering the vehicles with plastic or 
canvas is prohibitively expensive for mass shipments or typical driving is a statement that limits 
the use of his coatings to times after assembly is not persuasive. The statement merely points out 

a problem canvas or plastic coverings. There is nothing in the statement that indicates the coating 

>^ 

can't be used during assembly. 

The arguments pertaining to the rejection of limitations being obvious matters of 
engineering choice are not persuasive. The disclosure related to these limitations fails to teach 
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that these Hmitations cause any new or unexpected results. In the absence of such disclosure the 
limitations are considered to have been obvious engineering choices chosen from known 
alternatives. 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated fi*om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to P.W. Echols whose telephone number is (703) 308-1802. 
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